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&Uolication 6821 was filed on October 24, 1930, by Gus ’ﬂssendorf

It proposes an appropriation of 1.25 cubic feet per second throughount the en-

R tire year from Mine Guleh, tributary to San Gabriel River via Prairia Fork in

Tos Angeles County for mining and demestic purposes. The point 'o‘f. diversion

' ig described_a,s‘being within the STy of X2% of Sec_tion 17, 7230, 287,

S.B.B.&M,

'fhe water a._f._‘ter beinz used for mining purcoses within the W3 of

- %% of Sectlon 16, T 3 N, R 8 7, S.3.5.2%. will be returned to the mouth of

. Mine Gulch within the X023 of S+ of szid Section 18. The domestic use com-




prises household use at a cabin and the irrigation of 1/2 acre of garden.

Thé applicatioxi s protested by Azusa Irrigating Compaziy, Azusa Foothill
Citrus Company, Azusa Agricultural Water Company, Covina Irrigating Compsny,

' Cent:ral Water Company, Duarte Yutwal Irrigation and Canal Compémy, Baardslee

| Tater Diﬁch Company, lrs. Loulse S. lacneil, and }Iurréy S. Vosburg, _Roydoh

: Yosburg and Keith Vosturg, guccessors to the interests of Zate S. Vosburg,
.deceased, by their agent the Sarn Gabriel ﬁiver Water Committee, otl:efw-ise

: lmown as the "Ccmitte.e of Mine" and by Covina Irrigzating Ca'::pa.ny iﬁ an indi.

vidual protest.

EEOTRSTS

The ‘UCormmittee of Nine" claims a right to the waters 'cf-th-e San

G-a.'briel Piver and its tributaries by virtue of apnropriation and use begun

. prior to 1900. Diversion is made by them at the inta.r:e of Southern California
Edlson Campany on east 1ine of Section 21, T2 ¥, R 9 W, S. B._.&}:., e.nd. through -
the A.zusa Duarte Tunnel in SY’-‘L MW Section 23, T1 %, R 10 W, s,mg,&:,{,

' The Covina irrigating Company in an individual protest claims the.
right to divert water from the San Cabriel River at the mouth of the canyon
at a point Witb.ln Section 13, ? 1 ¥, R 10 W, S5.B.B.&M, at the nead of wint
" is known as the "Development Tunnel" and at a point about six miles above the
 mouth of the cenyon in the 523 of Section 51, T2 N, R 9 §, S.B.B.a. In
- addition to direct diversicns from the San Gabriel River this protesta.nﬁ hasg
sm_:ﬁs: a nunber of wells In the valley from which underground.ﬂwater is ptﬁnped.

These protestants allege in effect that any diversion made b:;r anp-
plicant under Apvlication 6821 will still further diminish tl‘ie aiready inndew

qQuate water supply and deprive them of w.ter to which they are entitl_éd under

prior vested rights.




The City of Pasadens filed a Trotest against the approval of Appli-

cation 6821 which was subsequently withdrawm with the understandirg that the
water would be used for mining vurposes only and also domsstiie use if not in
excess oI 0.025 cubic foot per second confiped to lands adjacent to Prairie
Fork aﬁd subject to pricr filings and permits zranied to tﬁe City of Pasadena

to divert water from the San Gabriel River.
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Aﬁplication-ﬁBEl was cacpleted in accordance with the Water Commis-
‘sion Act and the regnlrements of the Eules and Regulati ons of the Division of
Water 3esaurces and belngz protasted was gel for a public hearinz in accord- .
ance with Section la of the Water Comuission Act on Mareh 29, 1932, at 9:00
o'clock A.M. at 1026 Associated Realty Building, Los Angeles, Califormla. Of

‘this hearing applicant and protestants wera duly notified.

‘Hine Guléh,'the proposed source of appropriation ié a "dfy wagh®
comprising a drainage area of some tWo square miles extending frcm.ﬂorth
Baldy in the San Gabriel L onntains in a southeasterly direction a distance.
of about 2% miles to its junction with Prairie Pork, a iributary of the San
_ Gabriel River. During storms taere is a continuous flow on the surface of
_ théagulch frém its heed to its junctlion with Prairie Fork which flow 1g tor-

rential in_character due to the slope of the stream dbed which varies from a
grade of 15% to a gradé of 20%. Ordinarily, however, Watéf rises to the sur—
'facé at the head of the canyon, flows a short distance and dlsappears into
the grafels about two miles above the mining claims of the applicant which

.afe located at the jumction of Mine Smlch and Prairie Fork. This flow dur

e




ing seasons of normal runoff is approximately 50 miners inchss. During dry

geasons the flow decresasses to zbout 15 miners inches.

PROPOSED PLAYNS OF APPLICATD
Applicant proposes to drive a tunnel through the gravels of Mina
Gulch at a point about one half mile above the junction of Mine Gulch and-

Prairie Fork and extend it about 200 feet to bedrock thersby tavping the

underzround flow, Thlis water will be used for washing the gravels in sluice

boxes after which the water will be collected in small settling basins in

the side channels into which the debris will be deposited. Applicant statas

that the area of the settling basins will not execeed 400 sQuafe fest and in

. his opinion the evaporation will be negligible. The domestic use proposed

will be incidental to the mining use and the amount so used will not exceed

that necessary to supply one cabin and two or three men.

It is protastants' contention that the waters which rise at the
hesd of Mine Gulch sink into the gravels and unite with the subsurface flow

of Praifie Fork and the San Zabriel River and contribute to the source from

- whiéh they obtain tneir supply during the irrigation season. Thase protest-

ants allege in effect that by bringing the underflow to the surface as pro-

posed by the'applicant and allowing it to flow over the tarren rocks of iline

- Gulch and exposing it to the elsments in settling baslins, the evaporation

logs will be considerable. They contend also that damage will result to

them in that the silt will be Washed down the Gulch during storm periods

thereby increasing the silt conteant of the waters used for irrigation pur-



poses below, and that during other periods a coating of silt will be de-

- posited on the étream beds thereby preventing seepege into the unierground

basin.

PHESENT DIVISION OF SAY GABRIET, CANTOY WATZR

0n January-26, 1889, all claimants t0 the waters of San Gabriel

- Canyon eatered into a "Compromise Azreemsnt® which provided e schedule for

’-'ths diversion of water between them, the Water being divided into 720 units,

each claimant receiving a certain muiber of the 720 wnits. Up to 1700 miners

Incnes of river discharze one sei of percentages is vsed to determine ths

amcunt each claimant may receive. A4ll the water abova 1700 miners inchas is

divxded on a dlfferent percentage than prevails for ths first 1700.

According to Bulletin 5 there are under these various systems somo

:IB,OOO acres‘gross,all of which, except the territory of Azusa Land and Water
Company and that of the Azusa Agricultural Water Company lying to the morihe
- WwoBt of the City of Azusa, is inteasely cultivated. The dry cycle of years

~ from 1894 to 1904 forced these interests to augment their surface supDly by

pumping from wells. The Covina Irrigating Cumpany s wells in San Dimas

Wash and in La Verne District. The other-coﬁpanies interested in the gravity

- water sunk wells either at the south end of San Zabriel Canyon or in the.
' Canyon sub-basin where Water stands at & comparatively high elevation or
in the Main Basin over which most of the lands in the Corpromise Agreement _

- lle. To definite agreement has been reached amorg the various companies

as to the maximum draft allowed to each. It-appearé that these interests
would eventhally ‘have been forced fo augment their sunnly by pumning even

had the gravity supnly remainsd constant.



' GENERAL DISQUSSION

Vbry-féw facts were presented at the kearing upon which the avail—,

ability or non—availahillty of wappropriated water could be definitely deten—t
mined. it appears that some time in tre past measurements were made of the_ L .
surface flow of Prairie Fork immediately above and below its confluenée-Wiﬁb
Mine Gulch and.the results of these measurements indicated that &ﬁring the _ 7
irrigation season the;e was no surface acéretion from Mine Gulch.. :t.apf o
pears reasonsble to assume therefore thet in the event the watefe_of'ﬂina .“
Gulch reach the waters of thé Sen Gabrisl River they io so by ﬁndergrbund' R
channels or percolation. | | -? _. 7
The protestants introduced Bulletins 5, 6 and 7 of the Division ro-
lating to the San Gebriel Investigationm, in support of their contentions.:
These bulletins are the resnlt of an investigation conducted unﬁer the di-
rection of this office from July 1823 to Septemher 30 1928, costing $105 000
‘ The results of the investigation indicate ihat overdrafi does not
;_ezist iz the aves as & ¥h cle; that there is o surface suwpply So ihe San &
| Gabriel Valley over and above the present needs and that the demand will not
- equal the supply at the presant rate of growth until about the yaar 1945, |
.Lithongh-there hes been 2 general 10ﬁering of the water plane du:ing‘receﬁt.
yeafs, this fact is ﬁot prima facie evidence that the underground reservoir
is'overdrawn but on the other nand may indicate that the water plane-is re—
duced to such an extent that the water whicn formerly wasted nndarground or was
‘llost by evaparation is now belng beneficlally used.
Table 9 of Bulletin 7 indicates that the average tatal swrply to
the San”Gabriel Valley above the Narrows is approximately 329,000 A.F. per
anmm; that the total outflow is 141,000 A.F. per ammum and that the con-

- sumption was 188,000 A.F. which amount was used to supply the needs of



85,000 acres of irrigated land and the precipitation consumed by 47,500

acres not irrigated. On page 43 of tha gsame bulletin, the itotal consuﬁp— |
tive use of water in San Gabriel Valley based upon the duty of water for
various crops and na.tive vegetaticm a8 well as for lose on lands 'here
vegeintion 1sf:tmnimmn is estimated at 195,000 A.F. per enmm- which is some-._
' wbat. in excess of the 188,000 A.F. shown above. Based ipon the present
consumptive use of 195,000 A.F. per annum it is estimated that ths increased
“foture consumntion will be approximately 224 000 A. 7. per anmum. |
_ Table 29 of Bulletin 7 indicates that the average di-scmfge of
-_ Sen Gabriel Canyon is 151,000 4.7, per anmm of which 60,400 A.F. per sn-
mam is wasted into the ocean. | | - L | XI
Fron the above it_; would appear that ﬁhére ';is unap;f;ropriated wa:ter
‘in Sen Gabriel Canyon. _ _ _
The protesta.nt.s are concerned with the nossibl.e pollution of the
. ‘waters of the San G-abriel River as a result of the proposed mining operations
of tha applicant. The testimony presanted at the hearing indicated toat at -
E the time of the year when there Was a possibilitiy of freshets in Uine Gulch
which might wash down the sil{ which had been deposited in the aettling ‘bas‘:‘.ns,.-
the waters of the San Ge.briel River alrea,dy carried. congiderable #ilt and a.t
| _ other times the proportion of silt would be 80 small as to rencler no darage
to the protestants. In the event that damage should result to these pro.
"testa'.nts,. their relief lies not in the denial of the gpplication_but in in-
- Junctive or otker ap“ropriate court actlon, | _
While there can be no d.oubt that protestants are entitled to in- |
janctive relief and damages should the mining opara.tions of applicent so

pollute the waters as to resul{ in injury to them, no legal or other basis

-




Eas been estahlishsd upon which this‘office.may deny the appropfiation upon
a showing that damage may result fo the rrotestants from this cause.

| The uses to which the applicant proposés to put the water are use-

ful and beneficlel ones and as the existence of wmappropriated water has been

-'shOWn 1t is our opinion that Application 6821 should be approved.

'  In view of the terms of the withdrawal of the protest of the City

of Pasadana, a special cleuse should be incorporated in the permit to the

effect that the use of Water thereunder for domestic pﬁfposs; shall not ex-

‘ceed 0.025 cubic foot per second.

_ SIBMARY AYD CON CLGSIOTS .
While a mining use such as proposed by the applicant is generally

‘_déamed a‘non-consumptive ohe,-there appears to be some merit in.protestants'

zéontentions that a pprtion of the water may be lost by evaporation Waich
o otherW1se.wnuld not have besn lost sbould the water be allowed to flow under-
.ground in tha atate of naeture. It seeus réasonable to assume however, thet
.this loss by evanoration togethar with the small amount of water consumed
for damestic purposes will have no appreciabdle effect upon the protestants?
diversions. | |

The ﬂater which applicant proposes to divert under this applica— '

 'tion is not.surface flow but rethker underground water which he sesks to
develop by means of a tunnel and no testimony was introduced which would.
1ndicata that the diversion of this watef would be reflected at the points
- of surface diversion of tke protasfants, tﬁe uppermost one of which is

some itwelve miles below the junction of ¥ine Gulch and Preirie Fork.

-5




Insofer as underground water is concerned it has bsen shown that
during a year of nermel runoff some 80,000 acre fsst of water is wasted
into the ocean, clearly.indicating that there is unaporeoprisated water in

San Gabriel Canyon.

 9BDER
Application 6821 for a permit to appropriate water ﬁaving bean.

- filed with the Divigion of Water Hesources as above siated, profesté having
been filed, & public rearing having been held, apd the Division of Water
Easourcss.nbw:heiﬁg fully informed in the prémises:

17 IS EREBY OZDERED that Application 6821 be apvroved and that
s permit be issued thereon subject to the usual terﬁs and conditions asrmay
ﬁe:approprigte and to the special terms or conditions as follows}.to-wit:'

®The amcunt of water used for domestic purroses under
. this permit shall not exceed 0.025 cubic foot per second.®

WITHESS my nand and the seal of the Department of Public Horks of

the State of California, this 4t day of }?7 o, 1932,

. EDWAED EYATT, State Engineer




